It is with considerable reluctance that one ventures to disagree with so distinguished an historian and theologian as Professor G R Dunstan. However, in the course of the clear and persuasive picture which he presented of Ian Ramsey last year and which was reprinted in your December issue, (pages 189-94) The second point on which I take issue with Professor Dunstan is on the question of the so-called 'pre-embryo', (pages 190-191) . Professor Dunstan informs us that 'Today's embryologists' (no names are specified) 'are telling us that the formation of the zygote initiates a pre-embryonic stage of cellular fluidity and totipotency out of which an individual human being' (his italics) 'may begin to shape at about the fifteenth day -or it may not'. The argument that the genetic constitution of the zygote is uniquely different and will remain uniquely different and individual throughout the life of that human being if it is allowed to develop normally is not met. Professor Dunstan must surely know that the expressions 'cellular fluidity and totipotency' to which he refers denote the fact that the single cell which is the zygote contains within itself the capacity to divide and thus form all the cells of the adult human body, however specialised. It does not denote the fact that the cell can divide and develop into something which is not human, unless of course it is grossly abnormal. The individuality is present from the very beginning in the overwhelming majority of cases, and policy must take account of that fact. 
